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L Real Party in Interest (37 CF.R. §4137(c)(l)(i)) 

The real party in interest in the present appeal is Microsoft Corporation^ the 
assignee of the present application. 

n. Related Appeals and Interferences (37 C,F.R. §41.37(c)(l)(ii)) 

Appellants, appellants' legal representative^ and/or the assignee of the present 
application are not aware of any appeals or interferences which may be related to, wUI 
directly affect, or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the 
pending appeal, 

m, status of Claims (37 C.F.R. §4137(c)(l)(iii)) 

Claims 8-25 stand rejected by the Examiner. The rejection of claims 8-25 is 
being appealed. 

IV. Status of Amendments (37 C.F.R. §41,37(c)(l)(iv)) 

No claim amendments have been entered after the Final Office Action. 

V. Summary of Claimed Subject Matter (37 C.F,R. §4I.37(c)(l)(v)) 
A. Independent Claim 8 

Independent claim 8 recites a system that facilitates modeling of business 
processes comprised of a plurality of business operations, comprising: a computer- 
readable medium; and a plurality of computer-executable files comprising: a scheduling 
component that employs a dataflow diagram to define a flow of business operations, the 
dataflow diagram includes actions coupled via data flowing between them, wherein the 
scheduling component employs XML programming language; and a binding component 
diat binds the plurality of business operations through a schedule message, a port 
connection, a port and a message interface with a component outside of the dataflow 
diagram, wherein the binding component employs XML programmmg language. (See 
e g., pg. 2, line 29 - pg. 3, line 22, pg. 3, line 29 - pg. 4, line 3, pg. 12, line 16 - pg. 14, 
line 7, pg, 15, line 23 -pg- 16, line 30; See generally Figs, la, Id, and le). 
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B. Independent Claim 16 

Independent claim 16 recites a sj^tem for facUitating modeling of business 
processes comprised of a plurality of business operations, the system comprising a 
computer-readable medium and a plurality of computer-executable files comprising: a 
scheduling component that defines the flow of business operations in a schedule, wherein 
the scheduling component is based in XML; and a binding component that separates the 
schedule fi-om implementations of a workflow and maps actions in the schedule to calls 
on at least one technological component, wherein the binding component is based in 
XML. {See e,g. , pg. 2, line 29 - pg. 3, line 22, pg. 3, line 29 - pg. 4, line 3, pg. 12, line 
16-pg. 14, line?, pg. 15, line 23 -pg, 16, Imc 30; See generally Vigs. la. Id, and le). 

C- Independent Claim 22 

Independent claim 22 recites a computer implemented business process 
scheduling software comprising: a data flow module that allows a user to define a flow of 
business operations in a file that is utilized with a plurality of disparate business 
implementations, wherein the data flow module utilizes XML programming language; 
and a binding module that allows a user to define a link between the file with business 
operations and the plurality of disparate business implementations, wherein the binding 
module utilizes XML progranraiing language. (See e,g,, pg. 2, line 29 - pg, 3, line 22, 
pg. 3, line 29 - pg. 4, Ime 3, pg. 12, line 16 -pg. 14, line 7, pg. 15, line 23 - pg. 16, line 
30; See generally Figs, la, Id, and Ic). 

D- Dependent Claim 25 

Dependent claim 25 recites the software of claim 22, the link is provided in a 
programmable language having XML syntax. {See e.g,, pg, 20, line 26 - pg, 22, line 16; 
See generally Figs. 3-5). 

VI. Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed (37 C.F,R. §4137(c)(l)(vi)) 

A, Claims 8-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 
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vn. Argument (37 C.F.IL §4l.37(c)(l){vii)) 

A. Rejection of Claims 8-25 Under 35 U.S.C. SlQ3fa) 

Claims S-25 stand rejected under 35 U,S,C. §103(a) as being anticipated by 
Boden et al (US 5,930,512) in view of Lau (US 6,598,219 B 1). It is requested that this 
rejection be reversed for at least the following reason. Boden et al and Lau, alone or in 
combination, do not teach or suggest all the limitations of the subject claims. 

To reject claims in an application under §103, an examiner 
must establish a prima facie case of obviousness. A prima 
facie case of obviousness is established by a showing of 
three basic criteria. First, there must be some suggestion or 
motivation, either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, to modify the reference or to combine reference 
teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation 
of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references 
when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. See MPEP §706.020). The teaching or 
suggestion to make the claimed combination and the 
reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the 
prior art and not based on applicant's disclosure. See In re 
Vaeck 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed, Cir, 1991) 
(emphasis added). 

Appellants' claimed invention relates to using XML to employ a binding for 
interfacing a business workflow process executable program to a real world 
implementation (See pg. 2, line 29 -pg. 3, line 2), where the separation of the business 
workflow processes and the binding of technological components allows a business 
workflow process to be implemented across a variety of different technologies. (See pg. 
3, 11. 2-8). 

1. Rejection of Claims 8, 16, and 22 

In particular, independent claims 8, 16, and 22 recite a similar limitation: a 
binding component that binds the plurality of business operations through a schedule 
message, a port connection^ a port and a message interface with a component outside 
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of the dataflow diagram* Binding business operations outside a dataflow diagram 
Bjiables any given workflow process to be flexibly utilized for multiple business 
operations. Boden et al and Lau, alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest this 
aspect of the invention as claimed, 

Boden et al involves the use of a web server and workflow server for process 
modeling. {See Abstract). The Examiner contends that Boden et al discloses the above 
limitation at coL 5, 11. 21-22 and coL 7, IL 29-31, {See Final Office Action dated 
November 1, 2005, pg. 3). Appellants' representative respectfully disagrees with such 
contention- 

At the indicated passages, Boden et al discusses a program that is invoked when 
the assigned program activity starts {See col. 5, 11. 21-22) and adequately supports the 
work of the activity. {See col, 7, U. 29-31). Although the cited reference indicates the 
capability of running and supporting a program activity^ it fails to teach or suggest a 
binding component that binds tlte plurality of business operations through a schedule 
message, a port connection, a port and a message interface with a component outside 
of the dataflow diagram. Rather, there is no indication that the mentioned activities are 
separated from the workflow or dataflow diagram. 

The Examiner erroneously responds that the application programs in Boden et al 
are not part of the process diagram as described at col. 5, 11. 20-22 and coL 7, 11. 29-3 1 , 
but are considered to be separated from the diagram. {See Advisory Action dated January 
26, 2006, pg. 2). Appellants' representative avers to the contrary. 

The above passages appear to discuss an aspect where a program is invoked when 
an activity is started {See col- 5, 11, 20-22) and that program supports the work to be 
completed by die activity, {See col, 7, U. 29-3 1). The cited reference still fails to teach or 
suggest the aspect noting separation of business operations from the dataflow diagram, as 
claimed. The reference does not indicate that the program is bound to a component 
outside a dataflow diagram^, but instead seems to be incorporated into the program and 
process activities. 

In addition, independent claim 8 (and similarly, independent claims 16 and 22) 
recites that the scheduling component employs XML programming language and the 
binding component employs XML programming language. XML provides numerous 

5 

PAGE 5/11 ' RCVD AT 3/2J12006 4:38:30 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5IO * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:216 696 8731 * DURATION (mm-ss):03-04 



03/28/2006 16:32 FAX 216 696 8731 



AMIN, & TUROCY LLP. 



09/560,371 MS147249.01 /MSFTP102US 

advantages for appellants' invention, including: allowing a user to specify dependency 
and independence between components, transaction, compensation, and checkpoint 
boundaries (See pg. 21, U. 3-4), allowing a user to specify mechanisms for abstracting the 
workflow from the implementations of the components (See pg. 21 , 11. 5-6), defining the 
abstract location where a message is to be sent and received (5*^^ pg. 22, 11. 3-5), allowing 
a user to specify the ordering of individual actions and whether those actions are 
performed sequentially or concurrently (See pg. 22, 11. 5-7), and describing elaborate 
ordering of actions. (See pg. 22, 11. 11-12). Boden et at, and Lau, alone or in 
combination, fail to teach or suggest this aspect of the claimed invention. 

The Examiner concedes that Boden et al does not disclose a scheduling and 
binding component emplojang XML (See Final Office Action dated November 1, 2005, 
pg. 3), but erroneously contends that Lau discloses an analogous software model 
employing XML at coL 2, 11. 33-35 and col. 3, 11. 5-20. (See Final Office Action dated 
November 1, 2005^ pg. 3). Appellants' representative respectfully disagrees. 

Lau relates to a data model expressed in XML. (5^^ Abstract). The above noted 
passages describe XML-based data elements corresponding to tasks (See col. 3, 11. 5-20), 
where the open standard refers to universally known and understood fimctions. (See col. 
2, 11. 33-35). Open standard allows different users to be able to recognize the code, which 
is an advantage of using XML. The inherent characterizations of the XML language 
itself do not provide a motivation to combine the language of Lau with the model of 
Boden et ah It is not obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to employ the XML 
language to a scheduling component and a binding component simply because Lau 
appears to discuss the generic advantages of the language with respect to individual data 
elements, 

2. Rejection of Claim 25 

Furthermore, claim 25 recites that the link is provided in a prograwnmable 
language having XML syntax. Boden et al and Lau, alone or in combination, fail to 
teach or suggest the utilization of XML with respect to the scheduling and bindiog 
modiile, let alone for the link between the file with business operations and the plxirality 
of disparate business implementations. 
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In view of at least the foregoing, it is readily apparent that Boden et al and Lau, 
alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest the invention as recited in independent 
claims 8, 16, and 22 (and associated dependent claims 9-15, 17-21, and 23-25). 
Accordingly, this rejection should be reversed. 

B, Conclusion 

For at least the above reasons^ the claims ctinently under consideration are 
believed to be patentable over the cited references. Accordingly, it is respectftilly 
requested that the rejections of claims 8-25 be reversed. 

If any additional fees are due in connection with this document, the 
Commissioner is authorized to charge those fees to Deposit Account No. 50-1063 
[MSFTP102US]. 



AMIN & TUROCYp LLP 
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Cleveland, Ohio 441 14 
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vm. Claims Appendix (37 CF.R §4L37(c)(l)(viii)) 
1-7. (Cancelled) 

8. A system that facilitates modeling of business processes comprised of a plurality 
of business operations, comprising: 

a computer-readable medium; and 

a plurality of computer^xecutable files comprising: 

a scheduling component that employs a dataflow diagram to define a flow 
of business operations, the dataflow diagram includes actions coupled via data 
flowing between them, wherein tlie scheduling component employs XML 
programming language; and 

a binding component that binds the plurality of business opeiations 
through a schedule message, a port connection, a port and a message interface 
with a component outside of the dataflow diagramj wherein the binding 
component employs XML programming language. 

9. The system of claim 8, the binding component further defines technology specific 
information for binding business operations to at least one technological component. 

10. The system of claim 8, the binding component binds a single business operation 
to a plurality of technological components. 

1 1 . The system of claim 8, further comprising a binding file that provides port and 
message mapping between business operations and between business operations and 
technological components, 

12. The system of claim 8, the binding component further defines message structure 
and declares messages. 

13. The system of claim 8, the binding component further defines context semantics. 
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14. The system of claim 8, the binding component further defines schedule 
conditionals. 

15. The system of claim 8, ftirther including a second binding component that binds 
the business opemtions with a second component outside of the dataflow diagram. 

16. A system for facilitating tnodeling of business processes comprised of a plurality 
of business operations, tte system comprising a computer-readable medium and a 
plxirality of computer-executable files comprising: 

a scheduling component that defines the flow of business operations in a 
schedule, wherein the scheduling component is based in XML; and 

a binding component that separates the schedule fix»m implementations of a 
workflow and maps actions in the schedule to calls on at least one technological 
component, wherein the binding component is based in XML. 

17. The system of claim 16^ the binding component binds a single business operation 
to a plurality of technological components. 

18. The system of claim 16, business operations are actions connected by data 
flowing between them and actions are ports and mes$age$ wherein a binding file provides 
virtual port and message mapping between business operations and between business 
operations and technological components. 

19. The system of claim 1 6, the binding component further defines message structure 
and declares messages. 

20. The system of claim 16, the binding component finther defines context semantics, 

21. The system of claim 16, the binding component further defines schedule 
conditionals. 
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22. A computer implemented business process scheduliug software comprising: 

a data flow module that allows a user to define a flow of business operations in a 

file that is utili2ed with a plurality of disparate business implementations, wherein the 

data flow module utilizes XML programming language; and 

a binding module that allows a user to define a link between the file with business 

operations and the plurality of disparate business implementations, wherein the binding 

module utilizes XML programming language. 

23- The software of claim 22, the binding module further allowing the user to specify 
tlie busmess implementation to apply to a business process. 

24, The soJftware of claim 22, the binding module further allowing the user to specify 
programmable semantics of the data flow module. 

25. The software of claim 22, the link is provided in a programmable language having 
XML syntax. 

26-28. (Cancelled) 

IX. Evidence Appendix (37 CRR. §41,37(c)(l)(ix)) 

None. 

X- Related Proceedings Appendix (37 C.FJL §4137(c)(l)(x)) 

None. 
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